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l Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET & AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 # (512) 463-8585

May 3, 2004

RE: Section 106 Consultation: Transmittal of TxDOT Recommendations for No Further Work and No
Historic Propertics Affected: TH-35 from FM 2837 South to FM 2063 in Hewitt in McLennan County.
CSJ: 0015-01-165/179/186

James E. Bruseih, Ph.D.
Department of Archeology
Texas Historical Comimission
P.0. Box 12276

Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Dr. Bruseth:

In accord with the Programmatic Agreement (PA) among TxDOT, Federal Highways Administration, the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the Texas Historical Commission (THC), and the
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between TxDOT and THC we are continuing Section 106 and
Antiquities Code consultation for the proposed undertaking.

This project entails widening approximately 6 miles of IH-35 between FM 2837 South and FM 2063 near
Hewitt in McLennan County. The existing roadway consists of a divided roadway with two 12 foot main
lanes and shoulders ranging from 6 to 10 feet in each direction. In addition, frontage roads that are
comprised of dual 12 foot wide lanes with 2 foot shoulders in each direction are separated from the main
lanes by 21 to 57 foot wide grassy medians. The existing right of way is 274 feet in width. The proposed
roadway would be divided by a concrete median barrier with three 12 foot wide lanes in either direction
with 12 foot inside and 10 foot cutside shoulders. The proposed one way frontage roads would be
comprised of two 12 foot wide travel lanes with 4 foot inside and outside shoulders and curb and gutters.
These frontage roads would be separated from the main lanes by 45 to 61 foot wide grassy medians. Cross
drainage structures most notably located at Chambers, Castleman, and Bull Hide Creeks would be widened
or replaced to match the existing roadway. The proposed right of way would be 346 to 380 feet in width.
Approximately 87.5 acres of new right of way would be required and would be taken from both sides. The
horizontal alignment would be shifted east or west approximately 14 feet. No easements or detours are
required.

According to the Lorena quad (3197-143) of the Texas Historic Sites Atlas, there have been no
archeological sites recorded in or near the proposed project area. The atlas also revealed that two
archeological investigations have been previously conducted in the project area. They were both conducted
by the TWDB in 1998 and 1999. No TAC permit numbers were listed on the atlas. In addition, as part of
this project, TXDOT contracted Prewitt and Associates Inc. (PAI) to survey the Chambers, Castlemnan, and
Bull Hide Creeks crossings. On December 18, 2002, the THC concurred with TxDOT recommendations for
no further work at these three locales (see attached).

According to the 1979 Waco Sheet of the Geologic Atlas of Texas, Upper Cretaceous aged Austin Chalk
that has historically demonstrated minimal potential for the presence of buried intact archeological deposits
constitutes the underlying geology of the proposed project area. Holocene aged alluvium that has exhibited




potential for the presence of buried intact archeological deposits was not noted on the atlas in or near the
proposed project area.

No archeological sites have been previously recorded in or adjacent to the proposed project area. The six
miles of the proposed [H-35 widening project occurs in an upland setting demonstrating low potential for
the presence of buried intact archeological deposits. In addition, the existing right of way has been
extensively disturbed due to the previous construction and mainienance of the TH-35 roadway. The 87.5
acres of proposed right of way would be generated from adjoining areas that have been disturbed from
either routine contour plowing, residential, or commercial development. Finally, the PAT work conducted at
the Chambers, Castleman, and Bull Hide Creeks crossings that in TxDOT’s opinion exhibit the project’s
highest potential for buried intact archeological deposits, did not identify any archeological remains.

Based upon the information discussed above, TxDOT seeks THC concurrence that the inventory for the
proposed project is complete, for a finding of “no historic properties affected”, no State Archeological
Landmarks present, no further work or THC consultation required, and the project may advance to
construction. Please signify your concurrence by signing on the line provided below. In the event that
potentially significant archeological remains are discovered during construction in the project area,
construction in the immediate area shall cease, and TxDOT archeological personnel will contact your office
to initiate accidental discovery procedures in accordance of the terms of the PA. If you have any questions
or comments regarding this project, please contact me at (512) 416-2640. Thank you for your consideration
in this matter.

Sincerely,

o~

Budd, TxDOT Staff Archeologis

/%«_/\/" Date: jﬁ%"@

servation Officer and Executive Director !

Concurrence by;
For F. Lawerence Oaks, State

Attachments
cc w/attachments: Waco I 35 Office, ATTN: A. Polanski, ENV-MS, SBW/JG, JHB, Reading File

TxDOT - ENV

MAY "7 2004
CRM




U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request

5/30/07

Name Of Project |4 35 from FM 2837 to FM 2063

Federal Agency Involved

FHWA

Proposed Land Use Transportation

County And State

McLennan County, Texas

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS)

Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes No |Acres Imrigated |Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this form). ] 5|
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Acres: % Acres: %
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Retumed By NRCS
Alternative Site Rating
PART lll (To be completed by Federal Agency) St A Site B Ste C S0
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 129.8
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.0
C. Total Acres In Site 129.8 0.0 0.0 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unigue Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Gowt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 0 0 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 8
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 5
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 2
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 0 0
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 0 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 10
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 0
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 3
10. On-Farm Investments 20 5
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services . 25 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 0
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 33 0 0 0
PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site as.éessment) { 160 33 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 33 0 0 0
) ) Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [J No [1

Reason For Selection:

(See Instructions on reverse side)

This form was electronically produced by National Production Services Staff

Form AD-1006 (10-83)



I @18id
2 34N9Id

Rep jo wbiy Bunsixg
Aep-jo-ubiy pesodold ——
sjlos
puabar

s|I0g ealy joaloid
ge weswbag g HI




Z 3ed
2 34noid

L)
p————
0004 005 L]

%o/

Kepn jo By Bunsixg ﬂv
Aep-jo-1biy pasodosy ——— Vx
s|ios
puabian

sjioS ealy joaloid
ge uswbes Ge H




€ a1eld
23dnoid

1083

«

Aep jo by Bunsixg
Kepp-jo-wbiy pesodold ——
sjios
puaba

5|05 Ealy 10alold
ge wawbag sg HI




== L. CRMN g-4-04
l Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. ¢ 125 E. 11TH STREET o AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 » (512) 463-8585

RECEIVED
JUL 19 2004

July 13, 2004
SECTION 106: NOTIFICATION OF A FINDING OF NO EFFECT

McLennan County, Waco District
CSJ# 0015-01-0165 YAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

Interstate Highway 35: From South FM 2837 to FM 2063 n Hewitt

Mr. Bob Brinkman

History Programs

Texas Historical Commission
Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Mr. Brinkman

In accordance with 36 CFR 800 and the Statewide Programmatic Agreement for Cultural
Resources, we are initiating Section 106 consultation for the above reference project, which will
be carried out with Federal assistance. This letter serves as a notification of a finding of no
effect to National Register eligible properties located within the project’s area of potential effects
(APE).

Introduction:

The Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), Waco District, is proposing to construct
improvements to Interstate Highway (IH) 35 from South FM 2837 in Lorena to FM 2063 in
Hewitt in McLennan County, Texas. The total length of the project is approximately 6-miles.
Due to the need require additional right-of-way this undertaking requires individual project
consultation with the SHPO. Project location maps, plan view and typical cross sections are
included (Figures 1-4).

Existing Facility

From the project’s southern terminus at South FM 2837to North 2837, through the city of
Lorena, the existing facility consists of two 12-foot main lanes divided by a continuous concrete
barrier (CTB), with ten foot outside shoulders. The northbound frontage road between South FM
2837 and North FM 2837 is separated from the main lanes by a 57-foot wide (typical) median.
The northbound frontage road consists of two 12-foot lanes. The southbound frontage road, in
this area is separate from the main lanes by a 47-foot (typical) median. The southbound fron@e
road also consists of two 12-foot lanes. I

@ e |
From North FM 2837 to the project’s northern terminus at FM 2063, the existing facility comsists><
of two 12-foot main lanes with six-foot inside and ten-foot outside shoulders in each dirggfio
The northbound frontage road consists of two 12-foot lanes, with two-foot outside shoufder
The northbound frontage road is separated from the main lanes by 21-foot wide (typical) m@dian.
The southbound frontage road is separated from the main lanes by a 30-foor wide (gpical)
median. The southbound frontage road consists of two 12-foot lanes. The existing overall right-
of-way width is typically 274 feet throughout the project area.

An Equal Oppartunity Employer



Mr. Bob Brinkman, Texas Historical Commission Page 2
IH-35, McLennan County CSJ 0015-01-165

Description of the Proposed Action

The proposed facility would consist of three 12-foot main lanes in each direction, with 12-foot
inside shoulders separated by a concrete median barrier, and ten-foot outside shoulders. The
purchase of right-of-way would be required to accommodate the proposed construction and
improvements to entrance and exit ramps to appropriate design standards. Grassy medians
varying from 45 to 61-feet, would separate the main lanes from the frontage roads. Northbound
and southbound frontage roads would be converted to one way and would each consist of two
12-foot travel lanes, one four-foot inside and four-foot outside shoulder with curb and gutter on
the outside shoulder. The overall right-of-way width would typically be 346 to 380 feet. From
South FM 2837 to North 2837 through Lorena the typical right-of-way width would be 292-feet.
See Figures 1.1-2 and 1.2-3 Proposed Typical Sections.

The alignment of TH-35 at to South FM 2837 cross structure would be shifted to the south to
improve the alignment at this intersection. The alignment at the North FM 2837 and FM 3148
intersection cross-structures would be shifted to the north to improve the alignment at these
intersections.

In conjunction with the conversion of two-way frontage roads to one-way frontage roads, ramp
configurations would be changed from the existing diamond configuration to an “X”
configuration (see Figure 1.2-4). The difference between a diamonds ramp configuration and
“X” configuration is that the diamond ramp is traditionally used where traffic volumes are
lighter. The “X” configuration provides relief at intersection where greater traffic volumes are
exiting the main lanes. Providing a greater distance between the exit ramp and the intersection
prevents traffic from stacking up on the ramps and main lanes.

All bridges at intersection (cross-structures bridges) would be replaced to raise the elevation to
meet current clearance requirements for traffic traveling undemneath the bridge (16.6 ft). Where
possible, culverts would be extended. All bridges over stream crossing and culverts would likely
be replaced. Frontage road culverts with capacities less than the adjacent main lane culverts
would be expanded to accommodate drainage from the main lane structures.

Efforts to Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties

A review of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the list of State Archeological
Landmarks (SAL), and the list of Recorded Texas Historic Landmarks (RTHL) indicated that no
historically significant properties have been previously documented within the project area of
potential effects (APE). The APE for the proposed project is 150-feet from the right-of-way or
proposed right-of-way; which ever is greater. A site visit conducted by TxDOT personnel
revealed eighteen (18) structures which are older than 50 years of age (built prior to 1960). Nine
(9) of the resources are properties dating from the post WWII period (Site Nos: 1-8, 11). They
are comprised of houses that are typical of the period, namely California-Ranch style houses,
characterized by single-story, low hipped roofed, rectangular plan structures with asymmetrical
facades, and Minimal Traditional Revival houses with “L”-shaped plans and gabled roofs.
Seven of the remaining structures (Site Nos: 12-18) are associated with the Lorena School, a
property that has experienced many changes in the last 50 years. The principle building is
believed to have been built in 1930 and exhibits Mission-style architectural features around the
entryways and at the end-walls of the wings. The widows have been covered up with metal
sheeting.
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There are a number of substantial additions to the building including a gym, cafeteria, and
classrooms. The additions are not sympathetic to the architectural massing and style of the
original building and detract from the overall historic design, setting, feeling and association.

In accordance with Section 106 (CFR 800.4) I have evaluated these buildings (Sites 1-8, 11, 12-
18) for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. None of these structures are known
to be associated with a significant historical event, or associated with a person of transcendent
importance, nor do these buildings embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or
method of construction, or that represents the work of a master. Therefore these properties are
determined to be not eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Photographs
of each site are attached along with a table indicating NRHP determinations.

Two of the eighteen sites (Site Nos. 9, 10) located on the outskirts of Lorena are of more interest.

Site No. 9;: (No Address)
Location: At the North West corner of Borden and Walter Streets

This house is a wood framed, one-and-one-half story “Modified Ell-Plan” with Victorian
stylistic features, and simple wood siding. These stylistic features include fish-scale
shingles in the dormers and in the gabled end, a wrap-around porch with spindle-work,
Roman-Doric porch posts, rails and facia, and colored glass in the upper-panes of the
double-sash windows. The siding, front porch-railing spindle work appears to be original
as well as the windows and doors. The picket fence along the front and sides of the
property is constructed of synthetic materials, presumably PC. The roses and other
shrubbery in front on the house are all located within public right-of-way.

The building has retained its distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, and embodies many of the stylistic features indicative of the Victorian style.
Therefore, the house is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
under Criterion C, for Architecture at the local level of significance. For purposes of
assessing potential project effects, the NRHP boundary is determined to be the legal

property boundary.

Site10: (No Address)
Location: At the North East comer of Borden and Walter Streets

This house is a wood framed, one-and-one-half story “Massed-Plan” with
Victorian/Shingle stylistic features, and simple wood siding on the first floor and wood
shingle on the second floor. These stylistic features include wood shingles and a large
cross gabled roof punctuated by a sleeping porch and windows on the gabled ends. The
house is hidden in dense foliage, so the details of the house are hard to discemn, however,
it appears that the building has retained its distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or
method of construction, and embodies many of the stylistic features indicative of the
Victorian/Shingle style. Therefore, the house is eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places under Criterion C, for Architecture at the local level of
significance. For purposes of assessing potential project effects, the NRHP boundary is
determined to be the legal property boundary.
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Finding of Effects

In accordance with CFR 800.5, I have applied the criteria of adverse effect and have determined
that the proposed action will have no effect to those character-defining features, which qualifies
Site Nos 9 and 10 for inclusion in the National Register. Nor will the proposed action effect
features of the property’s’ location, use, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling or

association that would contribute to their eligibility. This determination of effect is based on the
following.

All work will be conducted within the existing right-of-way and will not impact any of
the planted landscape in front of Site No 9. And once completed the proposed roadway
would be no closer to these houses. The roadway at this location will include curb and
gutter, but no sidewalk at the corner of Borden and Walter Streets. A drainage inlet will
be constructed to carry roadway run off. See attached plan sheet.

In accordance with 36 CFR 800 and the Programmatic Agreement, I hereby request your signed
concurrence with these determinations of NRHP eligibility and this finding of no effect.

We look forward to further consultation with your staff and hope to maintain a partnership that
will foster effective and responsible solutions for improving transportation, safety and mobility
in the state of Texas. Thank you for your cooperation in this federal review process. If you have
any questions or comments concerning these findings, please call me at 416-2133

DO

Daniel V. Harris
Historic Preservation Planner,

Environmental Affairs Division
Attachments

CONCUR
No Historic Properties Affected

NAME: %l g@, DATE: 2| Juv 209

for, F. Lawerence Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer
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.Fish & Wildlife Service

Endangered Species List

- Back to Start

List of species by county for Texas:
Counties Selected: McLennan

Select one or more counties from the following list to view a county list:

McLennan County

Birds

Haliaeetus
bald eagle leucocephalus AD, T
black-capped Vireo  Vireo atricapilla Birds E Ei
golden-cheeked Dendroica Birds E ﬂ
warbler (=wood} chrysoparia

At L haman fare oav/ennthwest/ee/Fndaneered ST’)ECieS/liStS/LiStSDeCieS.Cﬁn 7/6/20011



Texas Parks & Wildiife Dept. Page 1 of 3

Annotated County Lists of Rare Species -
Last Revision: 6/28/2007 3:27:00 PM

MCLENNAN COUNTY
BIRDS Federal Status ~ State Status
American Peregrine Falcon  Falco peregrinus anatum DL E

year-round resident and local breeder in west Texas, nests in tall cliff eyries; also, migrant across state from
more northern breeding areas in US and Canada, winters along coast and farther south; occupies wide range
of habitats during migration, including urban, concentrations along coast and barrier islands; low-altitude
migrant, stopovers at leading landscape edges such as lake shores, coastlines, and barrier islands.

Arctic Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrinus tundrius DL T
migrant throughout state from subspecies’ far northern breeding range, winters along coast and farther
south; occupies wide range of habitats during migration, including urban, concentrations along coast and

barrier islands; low-altitude migrant, stopovers at leading landscape edges such as lake shores, coastlines,
and barrier islands.

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus LT-PDL T

found primarily near rivers and large lakes; nests in tall trees or on cliffs near water; communally roosts,
especially in winter; hunts Itve prey, scavenges, and pirates food from other birds

Golden-cheeked Warbler Dendroica chrysoparia LE E
juniper-oak woodlands; dependent on Ashe juniper (also known as cedar) for long fine bark strips, only
available from mature trees, used in nest construction; nests are placed in various trees other than Ashe

juniper; only a few mature junipers or nearby cedar brakes can provide the necessary nest material; forage
for insects in broad-leaved trees and shrubs; nesting late March-early summer

Henslow's Sparrow Ammodramus henslowii

wintering individuals (not flocks) found in weedy fields or cut-over areas where lots of bunch grasses occur
along with vines and brambles; a key component is bare ground for running/walking

Interior Least Tern Sterna antillarum athalassos - | LE E

" subspecies is listed only when inland (more than 50 miles from a coastline); nests along sand and gravel
bars within braided streams, rivers; also know to nest on man-made structures (inland beaches, wastewater
treatment plants, gravel mines, efc); eats small fish and crustaceans, when breeding forages within a few
hundred feet of colony

Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrinus DL ET

both subspecies migrate across the state from more northern breeding areas in US and Canada to winter
along coast and farther south; subspecies (F. p. anatum) is also a resident breeder in west Texas; the two
subspecies’ listing statuses differ, thus the species level shows this dual listing status; because the
subspecies are not easily distinguishable at a distance, reference is generally made only to the species level;
see subspecies for habitat.

Western Burrowing Owl Athene cunicularia hypugaea

open grasslands, especially prairie, plains, and savanna, sometimes in open areas such as vacant fots near
human habitation or airports; nests and roosts in abandoned burrows

White-faced Ibis Plegadis chihi T




Texas Parks & Wildlife Dept. Page 2 of 3
Annotated County Lists of Rare Species

MCLENNAN COUNTY
| BIRDS Federal Status State Status
prefers freshwater marshes, sloughs, and irrigated rice fields, but will attend brackish and saltwater habitats;
nests in marshes, in low trees, on the ground in bulrushes or reeds, or on floating mats
Whooping Crane Grus americana LE E

potential migrant via plains throughout most of state to coast; winters in coastal marshes of Aransas,
Calhoun, and Refugio counties

Wood Stork Mycteria americana T
forages in prairie ponds, flooded pastures or fields, ditches, and other shallow standing water, including salt-

water; usually roosts communally in tall snags, sometimes in association with other wading birds (i.e. active
heronries); breeds in Mexico and birds move into Gulf States in search of mud flats and other wetlands,
even those associated with forested areas; formerly nested in Texas, but no breeding records since 1960

FISHES Federal Status State Status

Guadalupe bass Micropterus treculii
endemic to perennial streams of the Edward's Plateau region; introduced in Nueces River system
Sharpnose shiner Notropis oxyrhynchus C

endemic to Brazos River drainage; also, apparently introduced into adjacent Colorado River drainage; large
turbid river, with bottom a combination of sand, gravel, and clay-mud

Smalleye shiner Notropis buccula C

endemic to upper Brazos River system and its tributaries (Clear Fork and Bosque); apparently introduced
into adjacent Colorado River drainage; medium to large prairie streams with sandy substrate and turbid to
clear warm water; presumably eats small aquatic invertebrates

MAMMALS Federal Status State Status

Cave myotis bat Myotis velifer

colonial and cave-dwelling; also roosts in rock crevices, old buildings, carports, under bridges, and even in
abandoned Cliff Swallow (Hirundo pyrrhonota) nests; roosts in clusters of up to thousands of individuals;
hibernates in limestone caves of Edwards Plateau and gypsum cave of Panhandie during winter;
opportunistic insectivore

Plains spotted skunk Spilogale putorius interrupta

catholic; open fields, praities, croplands, fence rows, farmyards, forest edges, and woodlands; prefers
wooded, brushy areas and tallgrass prairie

Red wolf Canis rufus LE E
extirpated; formerly known throughout eastern half of Texas in brushy and forested areas, as well as coastal
prairies

MOLLUSKS Federal Status  State Status
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Annotated County L.ists of Rare Species

MCLENNAN COUNTY
MOLLUSKS Federal Status ~ State Status

False spike mussel Quincuncina mitchelli

substrates of cobble and mud, with water lilies present; Rio Grande, Brazos, Colorado, and Guadalupe
(historic) river basins

Pistolgrip Tritogonia verrucosa

stable substrate, rock, hard mud, silt, and soft bottoms, often buried deeply; east and central Texas, Red
through San Antonio River basing

Rock pocketbook Arcidens confragosus

mud, sand, and gravel substrates of medium to large rivers in standing or slow flowing water, may tolerate
moderate currents and some reservoirs, east Texas, Red through Guadalupe River basins

Smooth pimpleback Quadrula houstonensis

small to moderate streams and rivers as well as moderate size reservoirs; mixed mud, sand, and fine gravel,
tolerates very slow to moderate flow rates, appears not to tolerate dramatic water level fluctuations, scoured
bedrock substrates, or shifting sand bottoms, lower Trinity (questionable), Brazos, and Colorado River
basins

Texas fawnsfoot Truncilla macrodon

little known; possibly rivers and larger streams, and intolerant of impoundment; flowing rice irrigation
canals, possibly sand, gravel, and perhaps sandy-mud bottoms in moderate flows; Brazos and Colorado
River basins

REPTILES Federal Status State Status

Texas garter snake Thamnophis sirtalis annectens

wet or moist microhabitats are conducive to the species occurrence, but is not necessarily restricted to them;
hibernates underground or in or under surface cover; breeds March-August

Texas horned lizard Phrynosoma cornutum T

open, arid and semi-arid regions with sparse vegetation, including grass, cactus, scattered brush or scrubby
trees: soil may vary in texture from sandy to rocky; burrows mto soil, enters rodent burrows, or hides under
rock when inactive; breeds March-September

Timber/Canebrake Crotalus horridus T
rattiesnake

swamps, floodplains, upland pine and deciduous woodlands, riparian zones, abandoned farmland; limestone
biuffs, sandy soil or black clay; prefers dense ground cover, L. grapevines or palmetto
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| Depth ) Matrix Color Mottle Colors Moittle Abundancel: Texture, Concretions,
| fnches) Horzon  {MunsellMolst) = (Munsefibolst)  Size/Conlrast Stucture, ete, -
- D-1Y - oM D2 WOV, \Mw\\! ¢ L‘m‘;
‘ ;__wdnc'Sou indicalors: o
. Hsosok. . . - . " .___Concrelions
 Hisli Epipedcn st T Figh Organk Contenit i Siface Layer In Sandy Solls
_SufidicOdor. . _ " Organlc Sireaking In Sandy Solls.
___ Aquk Molsture Regime. - __ Lisled on Local Hydric Solls List
~__ Reducing Conditions - Z— Listed on National Hydrlo Solis List
___Gleyed or l.ow-Chroma Colors . - Other (Explalnin  Remarks}
. Remaris: C(OQ% l"\O‘t’fVI*fﬁJ\' w\tb C—gij‘“fl Vi
WETLAND DETERMINATION . i
. Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? @ No (Circle) (Circle)
Wetiand Hydrology Present? ' .
. F WyddcSolsPresent? . . -Yes Is this Samplig Point Within & Wetland? . Yes (o)
Jrome: ader o Ma UL S
Approved by HOUSAGE 352
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DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: IH 35 Segment 3B
Applicant/Owner: TxDOT
Investigator: Christine Hasselbeck

Date: 6-23-07

County: McLennan

State: Texas

Is the area a potential Problem Area?
(If needed, explain on reverse)

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site:
s the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?

KYes CONo
OYes EINo
OYes KNo

Community 1D:
Transect ID:

Plot ID: WDP 1A — Tributary
to North Cow Bayou

VEGETATION
Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator
1 Ambrosia trifida H FAC 9.
2. Cynodon dactylon H FACU+ 10.
3.  Salix nigra ‘ S OBL 11.
4.  Sorghum halepense H FACU 12.
5. Helianthus spp. H - 13.
6 14.
7 15.
8. 16.
Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC
(Excluding FAC-) 2/5 = 40%
Remarks: This site does not meet the criteria for wetland vegetation.
HYDROLOGY
BIRecorded Data (Describe in Remarks): Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
[IStream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:
BdAerial Photographs Oinundated
[JOther [Saturated in Upper 12 Inches
[CINo Recorded Data Available -[Cwater Marks
[CJDrift Lines
Field Observations: No soil pit was dug. [JSediment Deposits

Depth of Surface Water: none (in.)
Depth to Free Waterin Pit: ~ NA  (in.)

Depth to Saturated Soil: NA  (in.)

[Drainage patterns in Wetlands

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):
[JOxidized Root Channels in Upper 12 inches
[Iwater-Stained Leaves
[CLocal Soil Survey Data
[JFAC-Neutral Test
[JOther {Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: This site does not meet the criteria for wetland hydrology. No soil pit was dug at this site. This site is adjacent to a
water of the U.S. (a tributary to North Cow Bayou). The ordinary high water mark (OHWM) on the west side of the roadway is
approximately 4 feet, and on the east side of the roadway the OHWM is approximately 6 feet. This form represents a revision of
the OHWMs listed on wetland determination form 1 (from 2001). On the west side of IH 35, this WOTUS arises in a low drainage
area at the southwest corner of the intersection of IH 35 and North FM 2837. There was water present in the channel, flowing in an

easterly direction.




SOILS

Map Unit Name

(Series and Phase): Austin silty clay, 1 to 3 percent slopes

Drainage Class:

Field Observations

Taxonomy (Subgroup):

Confirm Mapped type? [] Yes

*Soils were not determined by a professional soil

scientist.
Profile Description:
Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions,
(Inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc.
Hydric Soil Indicators:
[JHistosol [JConcretions
[Histic Epipedon [CJHigh Organic Content in Surface Layer in Sandy Soils
[Jsulfidic Odor [JOrganic Streaking in Sandy Soils

CJAquic Moisture Regime
[JReducing Conditions
[]Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors

[JListed on Local Hydric Soils List
[Listed on National Hydric Soils List
[JOther (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: No soil pit was dug at this site. Wetland soils could not be confirmed.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? [ Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?

O Yes
[ Yes

XNo
XNo
XINo*

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? [ ves

Remarks: *No soil pit was dug; thus, wetland soils could not be confirmed. This site is not located within a wetland due to the lack
of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology.




_ DATA FORM
~ ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
* (1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) e R

{ Proect/Site_m ’7); Wpu o 12 Tt ian /Dtb 7??7 ' Date: al'“‘,’f.lbDJ
AppllcamIOwner' . County: _MALeypingw
Investigator: _ (%2 | Lc ¢ : - State: et

| Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Tes” - No Community 1D

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?  Yes Transect ID: n
Istheareaa potential Problem Area? Yes - Plot ID: T

if needed, explain on reverse. G
\

o e e

' VEGETATION .

. Dorniniant Plant Specles ; __ Stratum__ Indieator ' Diominant Plant Specles . Stratum __ Indicator
Lol feecnimatn G T FAC peo. - S
| 25 glndus: Anmmndl] 4t Sl _—— i

m& bgna -M,ox. \f/ £AC 11

L 4J0x codeadrmn yad 0 24 rAC 12,

s.(ocrulils  Caaplinug v ¥ACU 13

| eubmera v i h FAC 14
T C'WL/)cfeﬂf\. cﬁac“zﬁ/tmf\/ h TACLAY |15

-8 16 .

| Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FAGW of FAC Y
(excluding FACS). . (o

 Remats: heeio VU&Acd\\rc. CAv RO A

Ll

W

HYDF:’OLO‘GY :

___Récorded Data (Descrbe in Hemarks): . Welland Hydrology Indicators:
___. Stream, Lake, o Tide Gauge. : : Primary Indicators: '
AeriaiPtmlographs . : ___ nundated
_.. Dttier. Sauxa!ed in Upper 1a hches
__ Vo Fecorded Dala Avallable: © - __Waler Marks _
, : : | T sedmentDeposts
| Field Observations: ' ' ___Dranage Patlems inWellands. -
] ; Epew T W o . {b ‘ Secondmrhdimtore@ormrecaﬂred)
' Depthiof Sufaca Water: . : {in.) . ___ ©Onddized Root Channels In Upper 12 wchies
b e T EeT T, " ____Water-Stahed Lsaves
Depth io Free Water In Pi: —— gny § ___localSoliSurveyDala
, S M —__ FAG-Neutral Test
Depth lo Saturated Sot () 3 Olher (Explaln In Flamalks)

O CU\J'(LLO..IB,O w Side "= “jf‘(

Remars: ) )ik U‘\ Ape WG, &/
‘ RIS by W . S -
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SOILS

" Map UnR Na
(Sertos and Phase): 1 t1 1) day ‘Q’e 4 L prt-lo 401 boalwp Dralnage Class: M

Field Observations

. Taxonomy (Subgroup): VO Confirm Mapped Type? Mo
. Depth : Matribx Color Mottie Colors: Mottle Abundance/ Texture, Goncretions,
 finches)  Horop . (MunsellMOIstY  (MonpsefMolst)  Size/Conlrast Structure. ete, :
0-ly Y - pene )N c"{?wz/d;/ Loy
| Hydric Sof hdicators: : ‘

. Histsok T AL o Conereliong: .

— Histié predm TR s ___ Hgh Organic Content h Surface Layer i Sandy Solls

___ Sulfidic Odor.. ‘ ] o . ___ Organlc Streaking in Sandy Solts.

___ Aquie Mofsture Hcgm - " Listed on Local Hydric Solls List

—__Reducing.Conditions .~~~ - __ Listed on National Hydrlc Sofls List

—_Gleyed ot meClvoma Colors. - - Other (BEyplain In Remarks)

nembow no+ mae_+ 60\\ CY\rexi A

can contain haam, e lUSTBwD ' .

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophylic Vegelation Present? {Yes) No (Circle) (Circle)
. Wetiand Hydrology Present? Yos
- Hydric Sofls Present? St Yes(T k this Samplig Point Within a Wetland? . Yes fo ).

Appendix B Blank and Example Data Forms B3



_ DATA FORM
. ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
* (1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) %

I TN SSS
| Project/Site: \W 25 Wew o 1o wu‘)Lb (27 Date: _qW4alo]

Appficant/Owner: County: __Wlom nam,
| Investigator: __ ¥l | (& State: _—%_

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? @ -No Community ID:

Is the skte significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? ~ Yes % Transect ID:

Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes R -

If needed, explain on reverse. )

T to Wul WAe Grle (e 3

oo Eguip: Ancton)

Remar‘:cs: does not ymeet \}eadmix\?b cviten &

VEGETATION .
Stratum___ Indicator m}gﬁﬂam Spedes Stratum __ ndicator. !
_ m E E ' 1 o | ] T I.
2 g h  FALu fo ; |
| o ! LTl | — I
A, 12, .
5 13 i
' 6. 14 i
; 7. 15. |
5 16 — |
- |
; i
Percent of Dominant Species-that are OBL, FACW or FAG \ o 2 |
(exchuding FAC). 25 = %% |
1
|

AN CLdi } £ “fmém ot
l/

/ |

HYDROLOGY :

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

___Recorded Data (Describe In Remarks):
___ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:
___ Aerial Pholographs ___ hundated
___Other " saturated in Upper 12 nches
. __.. No Recorded Data Avallable ___ Water Marks
: ___DiftLines
. W __ Sediment Deposis
Field Observations: @] Dranago Patiems inWetlands
A ) Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):
Depth of Surface Water: \- L (in) __ Oxidized Root Channels I Upper 12 Inches
___Water-Stahed Leaves
Depth to Free Water In Pit: T (i) ____Local Soll Survey Data
i ___FAG-Neutral Test -
Depth to Saturated Sol: {in) " Other (Explain In Remarks)

Hemarks: OHwWMm ~2 Ceet

Appendix B Blank and Example Dala Forms

“Photy ’S A &tvea -‘FMM%E



SOILS

Map Unit Namg - } kS .

(Serles and Phase): _| tnvy  { \aar . 'R( ream -ﬂ Y JL!.C{ _ Dralnage Class: [22@4 . Vi //
¢, o i’ Fleld Observations & e

- Texohomy (Subgroup): A A Confirm Mapped Typa? Yes @

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance/ Texture, Concrelions,
(inches) Horlzon  (MunsellMolsl  (MunsellMolst . SlrefConfrast ~ Studure.ete.

0-1 _ 10VEAD g Newe, aravdly oley

" Hydric Soll Indicators:
___ Histic Eplpedon’ : — Hgh Organic Content in Surface Layer ln Sandy Solls
—_ Sulfidic Odor: : ___Organle Streaking In Sandy Solls
___ Aqulc Malsture Reglime ___Llsted on Local Hydric Solls List
____ Beduelng Conditions : ____Listed on National Hydric Solls List
___ Gleyed or Low-Chyomia Colors: - Other (Bxplaln in Remarks)

CRema:  (MDE% ot meet hjd\’ia Soils Critériag

| MEPXL : : \
1;'\8&»’\ contain WudxiG inclusion s
o ~J

WETLAND DETERMINATION

[ Hydrophylic Vegetation Present? Yes (o) (Circle) (Circle)
: Wetland Hpdrology Present? (Yes_2h
- Hydric Soils Present? _ es(" NoD Is this Samplig Point Withina Wetland? ~ Yes @/

' Remarks: Wﬂb-+6f5 «sF '-'H’\e— U S

;prwed by HQUSACE 392

Appendix B Blank and Exampla Data Forms B3



_ DATA FORM
. ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
‘(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) - il

 project/Sites __LH-2A W co i le nple B Date: _7//?/ar
Applicant/Owner: - County: _ N et
Investigator: v Joir - Siate: e

' Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? -No Community 1D:
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? ~ Yes % Transect ID: —
Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Plot ID: 4 '

VEG ET'ATION

. Porfriant Plant Specles: : Siratum___ Jndicator . . ;:.Qbﬂ‘ﬁa_ntmm Specles. Stratum __ Jndicator
f.1%nlr¢immf—5 h N . - .
nthivm atcumaaiim b FACT b :
QSA‘MAMs‘ya ”f"sfl'?-’_-:’/ﬂ ih FAC - 11
‘s Yellpeoy n A __h o .12,
5 aepalum SO b e 13
' 6. Sp rd}tbﬂﬁ !'td {e JQ_a-u_-&// bl I HQL'L 14 V
1 7. v : -f 15.
1 o - 1.

' percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAG \ }43 -
(excluding FAC). .

':VRemadts: dDQ/) not  sget Va% ; C.f\'t'{/\l A

HYDROLOGY ; : . :

___Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): Wetland Hydrology ndicators:
__ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge . ‘ Primary Indicators:
___ Aerial Phafographs: . ___nundated
. Other Sa!uratethppeMz hches
—_ No Recordad Data-Avallable £ Walar f\.’hﬂ@ :
| Fleld Obsevations: : ' ; ~_ Drainage Pmem hWellarlds
. s " B ) ) a Se:condazyhdcalom(aormammcpﬂred)
Depth of Stnface Waler: ___@___.(nl- ___ Oxidlzed Root Chaniels In Upper 12 Inchies
: : Water'SIahedwavee
Dépth to Free Water In Pit: —— @) | __localSofSurveyDatx
: ___ FAC-Meirral Yest -
Depth to Saturated Soll: — @)y ___ Other (Explaln In Remarks)

Remarks: o AN D \O A.U
i Ccaw{}oﬂ‘mm D‘”"“ﬁ@éﬁc‘um QU“% O OW
.. AT -

, [ Do
B2 ,CV &w,ll Appendix B Blank and Example Data Forms
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SOILS

:gzpr'l;:rx;:sxase) "t‘GLiYI 6 CLCDU\ A “{b ?76)05!09?—0 . Drainage Class: ”Ij)é; UJE/&

Tamnomy (Subgroup): A AA(/ H{L{)ﬂk“)‘t M‘f} - gﬁ!mﬁﬁm? No

Depth ) MaubcColor Motile Colors Mottle Abundance/ Texduwre, Concrelions,
“{inches)  Horiron  (MupseliMolst) . (MunselMolsl)  Size/Contrast Stucture, ele,

0-l 04t Z{z N NoYL oy

| Hydric Sol indicators:

. Hstosot © . - ) ___ Concretions :
— Histic Eplpadon” ’ B Ry ___High Organic Content - Surface Layer In Sandy Solls

... Suffidic Odor:. . . = ___ Organic Streaking in Sandy Solls
. Aquic Molsture Heghm Ay ___Listed on Local Hydrle Solls List
___ Reducing Conditlons. ~ ___ Listed on National Hydrle Solls List
" Gleyed or LowChronia Colors + - - Other (Explaln In Remarks)

nenanie: (lo0% NOt rNeet hjci:fic Soils Criteriec

Cain ~CQQ_’¥OL‘LO.-\'\%&Y~\Q nelusiens

WETLAND DETERMINATION

" Hydrophytic Vegelation Present? (Circle)
Wetland Hydrology Present?

| Hydric Sofs Present?

s this Samplig Point Within a Wetland? . Yes L@,

Appendix B Blank and Exampla Data Forms _ B3



‘ DATA FORM
.- ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
’ (1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) -

| Projectisite: |1 35 1Aaco t Temple plo 38 pate: 4/(9 [0}
| Applicant/Owner: County: M Elennany
| Investigator: - State: W,

| Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? -No Community 1D:
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes % Transect I1D:
Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes Plot 1D:

' VEGEmﬂo.M .

' ihmlnan! Plant Species
1, (i a/fm oA - chﬂ/t

DAL h 2 10
' 11,
12,
13,
14,
115
16.

st_t-imm Mﬁ 'a'r;ﬁft_anliSbedes

' Parcent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FAGW or FAC (7
| (exciuding FAC:). .

 Remakss Ao ot et Va(;GL\Lufw—c cvieyiao

HYDROLOGY
— Recorded Data (Describe In Remarks): . Welland Hydrology Indieators:
.. Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge ¢ Pﬁmary. ndicators:
__ Aorfal Phafographs: ____Inundated’
! __01her —__ Saturated in Upper 12 nches
P Fleeorded Data Avallable. - ... Waler Narks
' . Diiftlines o A
;‘ —__ Sediment Depostts _ .
| Field Observations: _Drahago Pattemns: hWeuands i
j . Secondaty Indicators (2 or more required): -
Depth of Swiface Walter: 17 @y ___Oxidized Root Ghannels i Upper 12 Inchies i
' ; ' : Watec-_stahc_ad Leaves i
Depthito Free Water In Pit: e () |  _—LocatSolSurvey bata i
= —_ FAG-Neutral Test - 1
Depth to Saturated Sol: in.) ___ Other(Explain In Remarks) g
| Remarks: \:A\ramoﬁ/ O Y LI z%fWM £ ewnt
: : /AR

B2

e e e e R s e et e S e e 5 N e R ey SRy e 2oy e P

Appendix B Blank and Example Data Forms
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SOILS . .

~n Sl
q 05 %ﬁﬁga Class: ﬂw_hﬂﬂ ‘

Fleld Observations
entS ConfimMapped Type?  Yes @

{Series and Phase):

Taxonomy (Subgroup):

3 ] H=

Depth Matrix Color Motite Colors Mottle Abundance/ Texture, Concretions,

b Size/Conlrast :
0-lp prtzl o e bulr
| Hyoric Soll dicators:

— Histic Eplpedon Tk : th ©Organk Conlent it erdaoe Eayer in Sandy Solls:
___ Sulfidic Odor: . 7 : - —__ Organie Streaking In Sandy Solls -
—_ Aquic Molsture Reglme: - ___ Listed on Loca! Hydric Solls List
. Beducing Conditions. - _Ustedqua!lonal Hydric Solls List -
.. Gloyedor Low-ctwma Colors - - Other (Bxplaln in Remarks)

 Remarks: _does riot reet I’t{drﬁo S0 15 criteaia

WETLAND DETERMINATION
- Hydrophylic Vegetation Present? Yes (Circle) (Gircle)
: Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes (NQ)
' Hydrc Solls Present? e Yes v’ ks this Samplig Point Within a Wetland? - Yes @ ‘

*Remams FYoN - &uf%ﬁ{““h‘ﬂlﬁﬂ" M(@ﬂ%ﬂ/ d\,\—H/\/\

Appendix B Blank and Exampla Data Forms B3



. DATA FORM
- ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION ,
* {1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) i L

Project/Site: __/ tf 25 WNaco 1o 7;',«},»75(. 22 Date: fa/? ‘?/ 2/
Applicant/Owner: : : Cou:ny
Investrgator' i fCE State: '7',\<

‘Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? @ -No Community ID:
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?  Yes % Transect ID: . -
Is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes - Piot ID: i A

S

VEGETATION .

- Dominant Plant Specles- : Straturn tor ‘ Yominant Plant Specles Stratum__. Indlcator
1592 lix _inarae £ + Fa. ' T

o Dnoulin lelyeides £+ AL, - 10,
Vo (0 (e laorggaln € TAC T
-4._{1(4_,(7,{ K AL Sl A v DfG . AW | 12

5 ; a §i S/s AL 13,
el t pialis W FAG 14
7. 00 (ax  lpne —etok v ARG Y

s A s a »']f-' oA et 2 TAU 16 .

| Porcent of Dominant that FACW or FAG €l - '
(roe W'Fmr};n:s‘pedes at are OBL, or /‘8 ~ (OOﬁD

_Hemﬂc‘-: meedeo uea{’jw:(ﬁ V& Crikeriog

HYDROLOGY'

___Recorded Data {Describe In Remarks): . Wetiand Hydrology hidicators:

___ Stream, Lake; or Tide Gauge. , - Pdmary Indicators:

—_. Aertal Phofographs. ___lnundated

__Other - - saturatedin Upper 12 Inches
— No Recordedt Data Avallablo b water Marks _

1 "~ Sediment Deposts
Fie!d Ob:servaﬁons ' ' 1 " Prakiage Patlems inWetlands
. ; i Sacondary Indicators: (2 or mofe required):,
Depﬂ.l‘ml SmﬁceWater. : ___Oxidized Root Channels i Upper 12 Inches
: ‘ ' Waler-SlahedLem

Depth o Freo Water In Pit: : | __LocalSoll Survey Data
FAO-Heut!aI Test -

Depihto Saturated Sol:

remaris: QOO B-U £

B2 // Append'a: B Blank and Example Data Forms

{;’ﬂ( | 7/“?\\0'\’0 b %U'\é/ e,



SOILS

Map Unlt Name

{Seties and Phase): D\h{ﬂ Silty ¢ ICL‘?’- ! 14’6/1’ 'P‘DDA‘Z&’

Dialnage Class: v 1 12 24 - LAJQL(

Fleld Observations
Conflrm Mapped Typa?  Yes @

- Tamnow(Subgroup) adlc J"l{t{ﬁ{u 5+ad‘$

D-epth MatrixColor

Motlle Colors

Mottle Abundance/ Texture, Concrelions,

. {inches) Horizon  {MunsellMolst) Size/Contrast Struclure, efc,
0 G, (Y Bl %‘F’We {//u clay
{ Hydiic Soll dicators:
L __ Histosol __ Concretions

—__ Histic Eplpedon —__ Hgh Organk Conteit hSurface Luyer in Sandy Solis
_ Sulfidic Odor ____Organic Streaking In Sandy Solls
—— Aqulc Molsture Regime ____Listed on Local Hydric Sofls List:
" Reducing Conditions : " tisted on National Hydric Solis List
___Glayedor Low—Ctuom Colors .. Other (Explain In Remarks)

remarts: 1 OS naf Meet 600 Lo Crifeciac

WETLAND DETERMINATION

' Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? JesINo_(Circle) (Circle)
-l Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes
- Hydﬂc Soiis Present? i Yes: Is this Samplig Point Within a Wetland?  Yes

.ﬁemm M(mafma =3

Appendix B Blank and Examplo Data Forms
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~ DATAFORM
& ROUTINE_WEI‘LAND-DETE_RMINATION i
‘(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual) - I

' project/Site: _ (I DE” Weco 7D [om Ll 28 Date: q!loﬂnl
| Applicant’/Owner: County: YWClenna i
| Investigator: H& [C € State: _ 1%

' Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? - Yes (No) Community 1D:
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? Transect ID:
is the area a potential Problem Area? Yes No

'VEGETATION.

mninant Piant. Specles m cator. ' BPomin "a'n-t' Plant Specles. Stratum __ Jndicator. '
Ezm_ﬂ.u?i boac. ‘ —
-4 0. Lotz [aterd g 5 i o . - i

Cfbh la(hrd;o%mnmum haticacalem 'FA’CJ N
l.‘/fixifﬁd(ﬁdm'l raefica no ) :IE;Q {2

Cf’j’ 5. vadicans A\ IAC |18
6. 14
7 | 15 |
] 16 —
Percent of Dominant Species ACW or- R _ i
;;mm‘%%am- s that are OBL, FACW orFAC g 6/6 = (50 |
1

 Remarks: mee.i'fs» \JQ%L’W&W(, Cxitenin

H : . - ' i x "

HVDRQL’;O‘GY-;

___Recorded Data (Descrbe ki Hemarks): <. Wetiand Hydrology Indicators: -
___ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge T - | Pimary ndicators:
___ Aerial Fhe!ograpbs e ; ___ hundated
—_oftier _ (X Saturatedin Upper 12 hehes
___No Recorded Data Available 1 __;g.Watar mﬂcs

| § ‘ - Sedment Eeposl.s N
| Field Observations: ' ] | = _—_Drainage Pattems in Wetlands
e ’ - , ] Sacondary indicators (2 or mere required):
Depth of Sinface Waler: T | . Oxidized Root Channel i Upper 12 Inches
- _ - - __waterSlahad Leaves.
Depth to.Free Water In Pit: AR | ____Local Soli Survey Data
FAB—Neuhal Tﬁt

Depth lo Saturated Soil:

| Remarks: OH’\,\JV]/\ Last - V‘% :
! \}J@A Sy d-?. nokHt

LESVIESE .
z /?QA {/({,OI‘C/L&(I A Appendix B Blank and Example Data Forms

Be Qﬁfﬂt\ﬂﬁ e



= -
Map Unlt Na : ' . ) £
"(SeF:las and nI!')‘i'loa'i.se): me’lib (‘JW y - l 'l—h ?3"70 2{sy1ea  Dralnage Class: M__LLM
\ N . N Field Observations
. Taxonomy (Subgroup): udAQ H@-P IM!{QQ Confirm Mapped Type?  Yes @

| Depth Matrix Color Motlle Colors Motile Abundance/ Texture, Concretions,
Herizon SirefContrast :

bt _ _2.SYRYH . hore A cla%/

" Hydric Sofl indicators:
_-- Hslosot - ’ ___ Concretions
___Hstie Epipedon ' : ___High Organk Content i Surace Eayet In Sandy Solls:
" sulfidic Odor. ) 3 ___ Organle Streaking In Sarcly Solls
___ Aqule Molsture Regime. - : ___ Listed on Local Hydric Solls Llst
___ Reducing Condilions _ Listed on National Hydrle Sofis List -
. Gleyed or Low-Chmm Colors .- Other (Explaln In Remarks)

3 remaris:  cpoe, Npt1 rneet sSov s Criteai au

Can (Dﬂ‘l’_ﬂtlﬁ if\\tjfi\\“flf, Lnelusionsg

WETLAND DETERMINATION
. Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? No (Circle) (Clrclz)
: Wetland Hydrology Present? :
-Hydﬁc Sofs Present? ‘ Yes @ Is this Samplig Point Within a Wetland? ~ Yes @

Repraved o FOUSACE GE

B3

Appendix B Blank and Exampla Data Forms



DATA FORM
. ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
* (1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

| Project/Site:

25 Watw ‘f‘bTm,o&

2B  pate: __9/19 /o1

. County: /71 Xeane

| Applicant/Owner:
{ Investigator:

%CQ

State: T

nvmbhns

! Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? No Community 1D
 |s the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? ~ Yes Transect ID:
| Is the area a potential Problem Area? - Yes Plot ID:
If needed, explain on reverse. o

Crie & TRD

VEG ETATION .
nglnant Plant Spedles Statum _ dicator. | ' Pol nfnant Plant Spe: des-. Stratum___ Jndlcator : %
1 Colds La{mﬂ\é\a\’z\ 4 IAG . | e : R
2.5»&)( nigra. 5 FACWY 10,
a6 [oenine /> FAC [ 11, |
| i Smiler Vloona -nsx V AL 12 f
sCuca clhive ﬁne*m‘(lﬁm i 13. o |
i E,?m(ékyx.nm : bLﬂL(iM l/\ ?KCL& 14 .
7.0 nf‘\L‘!\‘-’o L tng e _h = 15 :
. 8 16._ — i
| Percent of Dominant that are OBL, FAGW of FAC 4 = ' b |
B [5 = 0% _ |
| Remaks:  Meetio ve,ﬁe:’m*\\ro O XN 1 A — R
% 18
HYDROLOGY :
___Recorded Data (Describe In Remadks): | Wettand Hydrotogy indicators:
___ Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge Primary Indicators:
____ Aeral Photographs. ___ lnundated
___Gther Samte-d i Uppena hchw
—_ No Recorded Data Avallable: Waler Marks
i Sed'mem Deposhis-
Field Observations: ___ Dralnaga Patlems i Wellands
e ) Seconda:yhdicalofs(zonmmmqﬂfed)
Depth of Surface Water: | ) __ Oxidized Root Charinels i Upper 12 nches:
' Water-Slahed Leaves
Depth to Free Water In Pit:, T (m) — Local Solt Survey Data
____FAG-Neutral Test -
Depth to Saturaled Sol: ) ___ Other (Explain In Remarks)
Remarks: Ptups Ofoodn 2% Yorth e aat o ided

Do o westan de Yer(NY ¥ 2

()

Aq_:}ndixa Blank and Example Data Forms
“Photo /B Y
\

V-4 (N



SOILS

:‘;j:ial?:rﬁgzase):@vah % 'i"/ 0'&04«1 {:(g.q \L\o DAIA; Drainage Class: w}

. Fleld Observations
. Taxonomy {Subgroup): //lzsz 6 ﬂ?l 0 / 4 S‘?Lﬂft ?LS Confirm Mapped Type?  Yes @,
Depth Matrix Color Mottie Colars Mottla Abundance/ Texure, Concrelions,
(nches) Horzon . {MunselMolst) _ {MunsefiMols)  Sle/Contrast ~~ Stuclueeeete,
0 - [0 )2 Aaelly ¢ [ae
0 _Hydﬁc Sofl Indleators: 7 _
. Hstosot | ___ Concretlons
___Histic Eplpedon’ Lo ‘ th Organke Content kn-Surface Lnyer i Sandy Solls:
— Sulfidic Odor ___ Organlc Streaking in Sandy Solls
Aquic Molsture Regime ___ Listed on Local Hydric Solls List
. Beducing Conditions : — Listed on National Hydric Solts List
. Gloyed or Low-Chromia Colors . Other (Explain In Remaris)

e DO NPT Meet apile Critenion

WETLAND DETERM]NATION

' Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? @ No (Circle) (Circle)

. Wetland Hydrology Pmen{? ;
HydricSois Present? Yes : ks this Samplig Point Within a Welland? - Yes, @

Appendix 8 Blank and Example Data Forms B3



DATA FORM
ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: IH 35 Segment 3B
Applicant/Owner: TxDOT

Investigator: Christine Hasselbeck

Date: 1-22-07

State: Texas

County: McLennan

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site:
s the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?
Is the area a potential Problem Area?

KYes ONo | Community ID:
OYes KINo |Transect ID:

OYes BINo Plot ID: WDP 9 — Unnamed

(If needed, explain on reverse) Tributary
VEGETATION

Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator
1 Smilax bona-nox H/V FAC 9.
2. Cynodon dactylon H FACU+ 10.
3.  Celtis Iaevigata T/S FAC 11.
4.  Juniperus ashei T — 12.
5. 13.
6 14.
7 15.
8. 16.
Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC

(Excluding FAC-) 2/4 = 50%

Remarks: This site meets the criteria for wetland vegetation.

HYDROLOGY

KRecorded Data (Describe in Remarks):
[JStream, Lake, or Tide Gauge
B Aerial Photographs
[ClOther

[INo Recorded Data Available

Field Observations: Depth of soil pit is 16 inches.
Depth of Surface Water: none to 16 (in.)
Depth to Free Water in Pit:  none to 16 (in.)

Depth to Saturated Soil: none to 16 (in.)

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators:
[inundated
[JSaturated in Upper 12 Inches
Owater Marks
[]Drift Lines
[JSediment Deposits
[IDrainage patterns in Wetlands
Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):

[JOxidized Root Channels in Upper 12 inches

[Owater-Stained Leaves
[JLocal Soil Survey Data
[CJFAC-Neutral Test

[CJOther (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: This site does not meet the criteria for wetland hydrology. The soil pit was dug adjacent to a water of the U.S. (WOTUS)
with an ordinary high water mark (OHWM) of approximately 4 feet on the west side of the roadway. No OHWM was observed on

the east side of the roadway. There was water present in the WOTUS. Rain events had occurred within the previous week. Water
was conveyed under the roadway by means of a 2 pipe culvert.




SOILS

Map Unit Name
(Series and Phase): Austin silty clay, 1 to 3 percent slopes

Drainage Class:

Taxonomy (Subgroup):

Field Observations
Confirm Mapped type?

[1Yes BINo*

*Soils were not determined by a professional soil

scientist.
Profile Description:
Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Texture, Concretions,
(Inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc.
0-16 10 Y/R 4/2 e e Silty clay (with some

gravel/roadfill)

Hydric Soil Indicators:

[JHistosol
[CHistic Epipedon

[C]Sulfidic Odor

[CJAquic Moisture Regime
[(JReducing Conditions
[JGleyed or Low-Chroma Colors

[Concretions
[JHigh Organic Content in Surface Layer in Sandy Soils

[JOrganic Streaking in Sandy Soils

[CListed on Local Hydric Soils List

[CListed on National Hydric Soils List

[JOther (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: This site does not meet the criteria for wetland soils.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydric Soils Present?

K Yes
[ Yes
[1Yes

[ONo
KNo
BdINo

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetland? CYes [XNo

Remarks: This site is not located within a wetland due to the lack of wetland hydrology and hydric soils.




DATA FORM

ROUTINE WETLAND DETERMINATION
(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)

Project/Site: IH 35 Segment 3B
Applicant/Owner: TxDOT

Investigator: Bill Tillar, Christine Hasselbeck

Date: 6-6-07
County: McLennan
State: Texas

Is the area a potential Problem Area?
(If needed, explain on reverse)

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site:
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)? OYes XNo |Transect ID:

KYes CONo | Community ID:

OYes XNo |PlotID: WDP 10 — Tributary
to Bull Hide Creek

VEGETATION
Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator

1. Ambrosia frifida H FAC 9.
2. Cynodon dactylon H FACU+ 10.
3.  Cirsium texanum H - 11.
4.  Sorghum halepense H FACU 12
5.  Gaillardia pulchella H -— 13.
6 14.
7 15.
8. 16.
P

ercent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW or FAC

(Excluding FAC-)

2/5 = 40%

Remarks: This site does not meet the criteria for wetland vegetation.

HYDROLOGY

KIRecorded Data (Describe in Remarks):
[JStream, Lake, or Tide Gauge
< Aerial Photographs
[CJother

[(ONo Recorded Data Available

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators:
Cinundated
[Osaturated in Upper 12 Inches
CJwater Marks
[C1Drift Lines

Field Observations: No soil pit was dug.
Depth of Surface Water: none (in.)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: ~ NA  (in.)

Depth to Saturated Soil: NA (in.)

[JSediment Deposits
[Drainage patterns in Wetlands
Secondary Indicators (2 or more required):
[JOxidized Root Channels in Upper 12 inches
[COwater-Stained Leaves
[CLocal Soil Survey Data
[JFAC-Neutral Test
[CJOther (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: This site does not meet the criteria for wetland hydrology. No soil pit was dug at this site. This site is adjacent to a
water of the U.S. (a tributary to Bullhide Creek). The ordinary high water mark (OHWM) on the west side of the roadway is
approximately 2 feet (see WDP 3), but on the east side of the roadway (at this site) the OHWM was observed to be approximately
15 feet. There was water present in the channel. Water was conveyed under the roadway by means of a concrete box culvert and
flowed east for approximately 50 feet, at which point it enters a pipe culvert. The pipe culvert appears to extend underneath a

parking area at Johnson Equipment.




SOILS

Map Unit Name
(Series and Phase): Austin silty clay, 1 to 3 percent slopes

Drainage Class:

Taxonomy (Subgroup):

Field Observations
Confirm Mapped type? [ Yes BINo*

*Soils were not determined by a professional soil
scientist.

Profile Description:

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors
(Inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munsell Maist)

Mottle Texture, Concretions,
Abundance/Contrast Structure, etc.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

[Histosol [JConcretions

[[IHistic Epipedon [JHigh Organic Content in Surface Layer in Sandy Soils
[JSulfidic Odor [Organic Streaking in Sandy Sails

[JAquic Moisture Regime [CListed on Local Hydric Soils List

[JReducing Conditions [CListed on National Hydric Soils List

[JGleyed or Low-Chroma Colors [JOther (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: No soil pit was dug at this site. Wetland soils could not be confirmed.

WETLAND DETERMINATION

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? OYes [XNo
Wetland Hydrology Present? [OYes [XNo
Hydric Soils Present? OYes [XNo*

Is this Sampling Point Within a Wetiand?  [JYes [JINo

Remarks: *No soil pit was dug; thus, wetland soils could not be confirmed. This site is not located within a wetland due to the lack

of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology.






